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DETAILED ACTION 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 



The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

1. Claims 1, 2, and 4-7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 

Banker et al (5,579,057) in further view of Logston et al. 

Regarding Claim 1 , Banker shows an operations center for a text delivery system 

wherein text is delivered to subscribers for viewing comprising a data receiver for 

receiving the text data (col. 5 lines 24-62), a security means for scrambling the data (col. 

5 lines 40-62, see fig. 1 items 26 and 28), and an uplink connected to security means for 

placing the scrambled data onto a video signal (col. 5 lines 40-67, see fig. 1 item 34). 

Also, Banker shows that the data is formatted into a television format (col. 9 lines 30-47). 

Although not specifically stated, it is nonetheless inherent that the data must be formatted 

into some format after it is received by the receiver. Furthermore, although Banker 

shows "scrambling" as a security means, Banker fails to specifically show encryption. 

Logston shows encrypting the data. Logston additionally shows formatting the data 

before encryption (col. 8 lines 50-67, col 9 lines 1-10). It would have been obvious to 

one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify the system of 

Banker with the encryption of Logston to provide a more secure data transmission means 

that would help prevent the unauthorized use of broadcasted material. 
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Regarding Claim 2, Banker shows a head-end controller, data controller, and 
system manager that process the received data. Although not specifically noted, it is 
nonetheless inherent that these computer components contain processor and instruction 
memory to carry out their designed functions. 

Regarding Claim 4, Logston shows that the data is encoded (col. 6 lines 15-42). 

Regarding Claim 5, Banker shows a billing and collection system (fig. 1 item 11). 

Regarding Claim 6, Banker shows a combining means, connected to the processor 
and formatter, for combining text data prior to uplink (fig. 1 item 34). 

Regarding Claim 7, Banker shows a method for operating a center for delivering 
text comprising receiving the text data (col. 5 lines 24-40), a security means for 
scrambling the data (col. 5 lines 40-62, see fig. 1 items 26 and 28), and placing the 
scrambled data on a video signal (col. 5 lines 40-67, see fig. 1 item 34). Also, Banker 
shows that the data is formatted into a television format (col. 9 lines 30-47). Although 
not specifically stated, it is nonetheless inherent that the data must be formatted into some 
format after it is received by the receiver. Furthermore, although Banker shows 
"scrambling" as a security means, Banker fails to specifically show encryption. Logston 
shows encrypting the data. Logston additionally shows formatting the data before 
encryption (col. 8 lines 50-67, col 9 lines 1-10). It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify the system of 
Banker with the encryption of Logston to provide a more secure data transmission means 
that would help prevent the unauthorized use of broadcasted material. 
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2. Claims 3 is rejected under 35 U.S. C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Banker et al 
(5,579,057) in further view of Logston et al and Hamilton et al. 

Regarding Claim 3, Banker shows a head end controller and a data controller, 
connected to a processor, for generating text data to be delivered to the subscriber (col. 5 
lines 54-67). Furthermore, Banker shows that the data controller and head-end controller 
receive the text, or message, data and manipulate it. Banker and Logston fail to 
specifically show message memory for storing messages. Hamilton shows that the text 
scramblers, connected to a processor, contain memory for storing text messages (col. 5 
lines 1 5-40). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify Banker and Logston with a memory for storing messages 
so that the text could be manipulated, formatted, and processed by the head-end. Also, 
this would allow for storage of data that would be beneficial to store for a period of time. 

3. Claims 8-13 and 15-21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Hamilton et al in further view of Logston et al. 

Regarding Claim 8, Hamilton shows a system for delivering text comprising a 
means for receiving text data (fig. 1 item 34, col. 5 lines 40-65), a local file server (fig, 1 
item 34, col. 5 lines 40-65), connected to receiving means, for storing the text, a 
communication system for delivering text (connection between set-top box, TV, and 
remote control col. 5 lines 40-65, col. 15 lines 23-67), and a home subsystem for 
receiving text data (connection between set-top box, TV, and remote control col. 5 lines 
40-65, col. 15 lines 23-67). Hamilton fails to specifically show that the user requests the 
text to be delivered. Logston shows a user request for text and the system delivering the 
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text upon that request (col. 4 lines 20-32, col. 7 lines 1-26, col. 8 lines 1-25, 50-67). It 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to modify the system of Hamilton with the ability to request text data so that the 
user would be provided with additional data upon his or her request. This would increase 
the interactivity and convenience of the system. 

Regarding Claim 9, Hamilton shows an operations center comprising means for 
gathering text from publishers (fig. 1 items 16, 18, 20, col. 9 lines 30-65), a master file 
server for storing text (fig. 1 item 16, col. 9 lines 30-65), and a distribution system for 
distributing the text data at the master file to the local file server (fig. 1). 

Regarding Claim 10, Hamilton shows an operations center for delivery of text, or 
- electronic books, comprising a data receiver (col. 4 lines 30-45), under control of a 
processor (fig. 1 item 16), that receives text information, a formatter, an encoder (col. 6 
lines 1-10, col. 10 lines 1-16), a memory that stores the encoded information (see fig. 2, 
col. 9 lines 34-67), and a transmitter that transmits the information (fig. 1). Hamilton 
fails to show a packetizer. Logston shows packeting the information (col. 8 lines 50-67). 
It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to modify the system of Hamilton with the packetization of Logston in order to 
provide the user with a robust, secure digital transmission means. Also, packetization is a 
required step in the sending of digital data over a network. 

Regarding Claim 1 1, Hamilton shows receiving video, or graphics, and text (col. 
2 lines 40-67, col. 3 lines 40-67, col. 4 lines 30-55). 
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Regarding Claim 12, Hamilton shows a server which generates text data to be 
inserted into the signals (fig. 2 item 16, col. 4 lines 30-45, col. 9 lines 36-67). 

Regarding Claim 13, Hamilton shows sending advertisements (col. 1 lines 17-55). 

Regarding Claim 15, Hamilton shows that the text can be messages about sports 
or weather (see fig. 2). 

Regarding Claim 16, Hamilton shows compressing the data prior to storage (col. 2 
lines 40-57, col. 10 lines 1-16). 

Regarding Claim 17, Logs ton shows an error correction bit in the information 
packet (col. 16 lines 48-67, col. 17 lines 1-10). 

Regarding Claim 18, Hamilton shows a cable television system (col. 3 lines 43- 



Regarding Claim 19, Hamilton shows connection to external data bases that store 
digitized text, or books (fig. 1 items 18 and 20). 

Regarding Claim 20, Hamilton shows online databases (fig. 1 items 18 and 20). 

Regarding Claim 21, Hamilton shows connection to a television guide publisher, 
or EPG publisher (fig. 1). 
4. Claim 14 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Hamilton et al in 
further view of Logston et al and Gelman et al. 

Regarding Claim 14, Hamilton and Logston fail to show displaying targeted 
advertisements. Gelman shows targeted advertisements (col. 5 lines 1-12). It would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
modify Hamilton and Logston with the ability to send targeted advertisements so that the 



67). 
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service provider could send advertisements that were specifically related to a user's 
interests. 

5. Claim 22 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Hamilton et al in 
further view of Logston et al and McKenna et al. 

Regarding Claim 22, Hamilton and Logston both fail to show a market research 
module that receives buy data and schedules information for advertising to subscribers. 
McKenna does show a market research module that receives buy data and schedules 
information for advertising to subscribers (col. 1 lines 15-30, 57-67, col. 4 lines 59-67, 
col. 5 lines 38-67, col. 10 lines 38-64). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify Hamilton and Logston with 
the ability to store buying information in order to better provide viewers with relevant 
commercials and viewing choices. 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. 

Hellhake U.S. Patent No. 5,877,755 discloses an interactive broadband multimedia 

system. 

Martinez U.S. Patent No. 4,928,177 discloses a two-way data broadcast network. 
Yurt et al U.S. Patent No. 5,550,863 discloses an audio and video transmission and 
receiving system. 

Banker et al U.S. Patent No. 5,485,221 discloses a subscription television system and 
terminal for enabling simultaneous display of multiple services. 
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Eichelberger U.S. Patent No. 4,616,263 discloses a video subsystem for hybrid videotex 

facility. 

Hosomi et al U.S. Patent No. 6,091,823 discloses a transaction processing system 
utilizing teletext broadcasting system and terminal used in the transaction processing systems. 

Handelman U.S. Patent No. 6,634,028 discloses a television system communicating 
individually addressed information. 

Lappington et al U.S. Patent No. 5,526,035 discloses a transaction based interactive 
television system. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Christopher R Nalevanko whose telephone number is 703-305- 
8093. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8-5. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Andrew Faile can be reached on 703-305-4380. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306, 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Christopher Nalevanko 



AU2611 
703-305-8093 
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